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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1—19 are pending in this application. 



Claim Objections 
2. Claims 4 and 8 are objected to for lack of an antecedent basis. 

(a) Claim 4 contains the limitation "said browser window object." 

(b) Claim 8 contains the limitation "said image." 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1, 5, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Joseph (Patent No. US 6,038,603). 



5. With respect to claim 1 , Joseph discloses a system employed by at least one 
web browser compatible executable application for initiating an action by a second 
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executable application (column 3, lines 50-52; column 4, lines 62-63), comprising: a 
URL processor for generating, in response to a user command, a URL link in a 
predetermined particular format including context information and an action request 
identifier, the URL link representing an action to be performed by said second 
executable application (column 3, lines 53-63); a URL link interpreter, coupled to said 
URL processor via a first mode of communication (Fig. 9 discuses the first mode of 
communication with respect to URL processing. Furthermore, the device that carries 
out the Retrieve Operation Protocol Key step is a URL link interpreter), for identifying 
said particular format URL link, for extracting said context information and action 
request identifier from said particular format URL link, and for initiating termination of the 
first mode of communication (column 3, lines 64-67); and a communication processor, 
coupled to said URL link interpreter, for initiating communication of said extracted 
context information (column 4, lines 1-9) and action request identifier to said second 
executable application by a second mode of communication different from said first 
mode of communication (fig. 10 describes the second mode of communication dealing 
with the transferring of the data). 

6. As for claim 5, Joseph discloses wherein: said context information comprises 
at least one of, (a) a user identifier, (b) a patient identifier, (c) a customer identifier, (d) a 
source identifier, (e) a destination identifier, (f) a password, (g) a computer operational 
session identifier, (h) an identifier identifying said second executable application to 
perform said user command and (i) a data identifier; (column 4, lines 6-12, this section 



Application/Control Number: 10/826,053 Page 4 

Art Unit: 4152 

shows limitations such as a destination identifier and source identifier and etc; column 
5, lines 1-4, the machine port also acts as a source/destination identifier. Furthermore, 
a path and file name field correspond to the application and also data) and said action 
request identifier identifies at least one of, (i) a type of action to be performed by said 
second application, (ii) a type of said user command, (iii) an event and (iv) an 
authentication service (column 4, lines 6-12, the operation protocol clearly provides an 
action request for the second application). 

7. With respect to claim 16, Joseph discloses a method employed by at least one 
web browser compatible executable application for initiating an action by a second 
executable application (column 3, lines 50-52; column 4, lines 62-63), comprising the 
activities of: generating, in response to a user command, a URL link in a predetermined 
particular format including context information and an action request identifier, the URL 
link representing an action to be performed by said second executable application 
(column 3, lines 53-63); initiating communication to said URL link in a first mode of 
communications (Fig. 9 discuses the first mode of communication with respect to URL 
processing); identifying said particular format link; extracting said context information 
and action request identifier from said particular format link (column 3, lines 53-63); 
initiating termination of said first mode of communication (fig. 9); and initiating 
communication of said context information and action request identifier to said second 
executable application by a second mode of communication different to said first mode 
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of communication (column 4, lines 1-9; fig. 10 displays the second mode of 
communication), 

8. Claims 6-9, 13-14, and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Wang et al. (Patent No. US 7,200,683 B1) hereinafter Wang. 

9. With respect to claim 6, Wang discloses a system employed by at least one web 
browser compatible executable application (column 8, lines 21-32) for receiving status 
information (column 5, lines 64-67, where the server device's application is the second 
executable application) associated with an action performed by a second executable 
application (column 5, lines 21-24, the service control program in the application device 
is the second executable application), comprising: an interface processor for: receiving 
application data from said second executable application in response to a user 
command entered via a displayed image (column 8, lines 55-57; column 8, line 67 to 
column 9, line 5; and column 5, lines 64-67, the latter reference shows the connection 
between the executable application software and the web based application); parsing 
document object data (column 10, lines 37-41 describes selection for the HTML objects 
which equates to the parsing) associated with said displayed image to find a 
predetermined procedure identifier identifying an executable procedure for processing 
said received application data to be compatible with a web browser application (column 

10. lines 32-36, this section shows the use of GUI style objects such as icons and text 
boxes and etc. that are object based. Thus when they are pressed, their object data is 
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parsed in order for them to perform their actions; column 9, lines 21-25, the HTTP 
protocol will allow the device to communicate with the web browser); and initiating 
execution of said identified executable procedure, in response to a command from said 
interface processor, to provide processed received application data to said web browser 
application (column 5, lines 64-67, i.e. receiving status info based on request). 

1 0. As for claim 7, Wang discloses wherein said application data comprises at 
least one of, (a) a command identifier, (b) data and (c) status information associated 
with an action performed by said second executable application (column 5, lines 64-67). 

11. As for claim 8, Wang discloses wherein: said image comprises a displayed 
web page processed for display by said web browser application (column 10, lines 22- 
25); and said document object data comprises a document object model associated 
with said web page (column 9, lines 21-25, object data in the http format is associated 
with web pages). 

12. As for claim 9, Wang discloses wherein said web page is represented by data 
comprising at least one of, (a) HTML compatible data, (b) XML compatible data and (c) 
SGML compatible data (column 9, lines 29-35; column 5, lines 33-41). 

13. As for claim 13, Wang discloses wherein said web browser application 
initiates display of said received status information (abstract, lines 23-29). 
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14. As for claim 14, Wang discloses wherein said received status information 
includes at least one of, (a) an identifier identifying status of performance 

of a task by said second executable application, (b) a status description and 

(c) a text message (column 5, lines 64-67; column 6, lines 1-2, where the return of 

status of saving a state is identifying status of performing a task). 

1 5. As for claim 1 7, Wang discloses a method employed by at least one web browser 
compatible executable application (column 8, lines 21-32) for receiving status 
information (column 5, lines 64-67, where the server device's application is the second 
executable application) associated with an action performed by a second executable 
application (column 5,lines 21-24, the service control program in the application device 
is the second executable application), comprising the activities of: receiving application 
data associated with an action performed by said second executable application in 
response to a user command entered via a displayed browser image (column 8, lines 
55-57; column 8, line 67 to column 9, line 5; and column 5, lines 64-67, the latter 
reference shows the connection between the executable application software and the 
web based application); parsing document object data associated with said browser 
image to find a predetermined procedure identifier identifying an executable procedure 
for processing said received application data to be compatible with a web browser 
application (column 10, lines 32-36, this section shows the use of GUI style objects 
such as icons and text boxes and etc. that are object based. Thus when they are 
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pressed, their object data is parsed in order for them to perform their actions; column 9, 
lines 21-25, the HTTP protocol will allow the device to communicate with the web 
browser); and initiating execution of said identified executable procedure to provide 
processed received application data to said web browser application (column 5, lines 
64-67, i.e. receiving status info based on request). 

16. As for claim 18, Wang discloses updating a local storage location in response to 
received application data (column II, lines 51-56, the device updates its icon on the GUI, 
thus updating the storage where the image is located. Also, see abstract lines 11-15). 

1 7. As for claim 1 9, Wang discloses at least one of the activities of: requesting data; 
performing a procedure; and responding to a command from a web enabled application 
as a result of a change in status of said web browser compatible executable application 
(abstract, lines 11-15). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 

forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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19. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Joseph as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Barth et al. (Pre-Grant 
Publication No. US 2001/0054020 Al) hereinafter Barth. 

20. As for claim 2, Joseph discloses wherein: said first mode of communication 
comprises Hyper Text Transfer Protocol communication (column 5, lines 6-8), but 
Joseph doesn't disclose Internet compatible communication and said second mode of 
communication comprises at least one of, (1) Microsoft Windows compatible message 
communication, (ii) socket communication, and (iii) COM communication. However, 
Barth does teach Internet compatible communication ([0045], lines 1-3, Joseph uses 
URLs and Barth teaches that URLs are internet compatible communication) and (i) 
Microsoft Windows compatible message communication, (ii) socket communication, and 
(iii) COM communication ([0162], lines 1-5; with socket communication being the 
standard method of communication to access a processor). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Joseph in order to utilize the aforementioned 
standard forms of communication, as taught by Barth, to avoid the costs and design 
time of creating new forms of communication. Furthermore, by applicant's own 
admission, these forms of communication are standard (see Martin et al, {0039], lines 
9-13). 
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21. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Joseph as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Jasen et al. (Pre-Grant 
Publication No. US 2002/0019879 Al) hereinafter Jasen. 

22. As for claim 3, Joseph doesn't disclose wherein said second executable 
application is a non-web enabled application. However, Jasen does teach such a 
system between a network manager and a non-web enabled application ([0018], lines 
1-16). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Joseph in order to utilize the aforementioned 
limitation, as taught by Jasen, in order to successfully expand the scope and 
accessibility of products designed to work over networks. In addition, this sort of 
communication between web enabled and non-web enabled application has been 
utilized in many systems (including online video gaming) for some time. 

23. Claims 10, 12, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Joseph in view of Wang. 

24. As for claim 10, Joseph teaches a communication processor (column 4, lines 
1-9), but doesn't teach an interface processor, for communicating with said second 
executable application to acquire said application data. However, Wang does teach 
such a system (column 3, lines 50-52; column 4, lines 62-63). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the 
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teachings of Josepli in order to have a second executable application talk with a 
communication processor. Doing so will accurately allow to devices to communicate 
with each other. 

25. As for claim 12, Joseph teaches a communication processor and a request from 
said communication processor (column 4, lines 1-9). But Joseph Doesn't teach 
establishing non-polling communication with said second executable application 

and said second executable application provides said status information in response to 
at least one of, (i) a command by said second executable application and (ii) a request 
from said communication processor. 

However, Wang does teach establishing non-polling communication with said 
second executable application and said second executable application provides said 
status information (column 5, lines 64-67) and in response to at least one of, (i) a 
command by said second executable application and (column 5, lines 21-24, this 
section explains the operation of the second application). It would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of 
Joseph in order to have a second executable application talk with a communication 
processor. Doing so will accurately allow to devices to communicate with each other. 

26. As for claim 15 Joseph Discloses a system employed by at least one web 
browser compatible executable application for initiating an action by a second 
executable application (column 3, lines 50-52; column 4, lines 62-63), comprising: a 
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URL processor for generating, in response to a user command, a URL link in a 
predetermined particular format including context information and an action request 
identifier, the URL link representing an action to be performed by said second 
executable application (column 3, lines 53-63); a URL link interpreter, coupled to said 
URL processor via a first mode of communication (Fig. 9 discuses the first mode of 
communication with respect to URL processing), for identifying said particular format 
URL link, for extracting said context information and action request identifier from said 
particular format URL link, and for initiating termination of the first mode of 
communication (column 3, lines 64-67); and a communication processor, coupled to 
said URL link interpreter, for initiating communication of said extracted context 
information (column 4, lines 1-9) and action request identifier to said second executable 
application by a second mode of communication different from said first mode of 
communication (fig. 10 describes the second mode of communication dealing with the 
transferring of the data). 

However, Joseph doesn't teach acquiring status information or a system 
employed by at least one web browser compatible executable application for receiving 
status information associated with an action performed by a second executable 
application, comprising: an interface processor for: receiving application data from said 
second executable application in response to a user command entered via a displayed 
image; parsing document object data associated with said displayed image to find a 
predetermined procedure identifier identifying an executable procedure for 
processing said received application data to be compatible with a web browser 
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application; and initiating execution of said identified executable procedure, 
in response to a command from said interface processor, to provide processed 
received application data to said web browser application. 

On the other hand, Wang does disclose acquiring status information (column 5, 
lines 64-67) and Wang also discloses a system employed by at least one web browser 
compatible executable application (column 8, lines 21-32) for receiving status 
information (column 5, lines 64-67, where the server device's application is the second 
executable application) associated with an action performed by a second executable 
application (column 5,lines 21-24, the service control program in the application device 
is the second executable application), comprising: an interface processor for: receiving 
application data from said second executable application in response to a user 
command entered via a displayed image (column 8, lines 55-57; column 8, line 67 to 
column 9, line 5; and column 5, lines 64-67, the latter reference shows the connection 
between the executable application software and the web based application); parsing 
document object data associated with said displayed image to find a predetermined 
procedure identifier identifying an executable procedure for processing said received 
application data to be compatible with a web browser application (column 10, lines 32- 
36, this section shows the use of GUI style objects such as icons and text boxes and 
etc. that are object based. Thus when they are pressed, their object data is parsed in 
order for them to perform their actions; column 9, lines 21-25, the HTTP protocol will 
allow the device to communicate with the web browser); and initiating execution of said 
identified executable procedure, in response to a command from said interface 
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processor, to provide processed received application data to said web browser 
application (column 5, lines 64-67, i.e. receiving status info based on request). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teaching of Joseph in order to allow the secondary system to 
communicate back through the use of a web browser compatible application, as taught 
by Wang. The entire system provides diversity in internet control over applications. It is 
an efficient system that helped move technology closer to the modern standards of most 
things on a computer system having the ability to be remotely controlled. 

27. Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Joseph, in view of Wang as applied to claim 10 above, and in further view of 
Barth. 

28. As for claim 1 1 , Joseph teaches a communication processor (column 4, lines 
1-9), but doesn't teach communicating with said second executable application. 
However, Wang does teach such a system (column 5, lines 64-67, where the program 
of the device is the application). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Joseph in order to 
communicate with non-web based applications. Doing so provides a broader range of 
applications for the system taught by Joseph. 

In addition, the teachings of Joseph and Wang disclose a communication 
processor communicating with a secondary executable application. But Joseph and 
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Wang don't teach using (i) Microsoft Windows compatible message communication, (ii) 
socket communication, and (iii) COM communication. However, Barth teaches the use 
of such communication methods ([0162], lines 1-5; with socket communication being the 
standard method of communication to access a processor). It would have been obvious 
to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings 
of Joseph and Wang in order to utilize the aforementioned standard forms of 
communication, as taught by Barth, to avoid the costs and design time of creating new 
forms of communication. Furthermore, by applicant's own admission, these forms of 
communication are standard (see Martin et al, {0039], lines 9-13). 

29. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Joseph as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Wang, and in further view of The 
Complete Reference: Internet Millennium edition, copyright 1999, hereinafter IME. 

30. As for claim 4, Joseph teaches a URL processor and setting the URL to a 
particular format (column 3, lines 53-63) but doesn't teach wherein: said user command 
is received via a displayed web page; and setting a location property of said browser 
window object to an address of said particular format. However, Wang teaches using a 
displayed web page (column 10, lines 22-25). It would have been obvious to modify the 
teachings of Joseph with the web page of Wang. Doing so would allow Joseph's 
system to communicate via the standard method of internet communication. 

Joseph in view of Wang teaches wherein: said user command is received via a 
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displayed web page; and said URL processor sets a location property, but Joseph in 
view of Wang doesn't teach setting browser window object to an address. However, 
IME does teach such a system (page 464: the address bar: listed in this section he 
discusses how a URL is placed in the address bar. The address bar object, then 
manipulates the URL to set a location). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Joseph in 
view of Wang with the address bar concept of IME. Doing so would be an 
implementation of the standard form of communication of a web browser that is used by 
such common applications such as Microsoft Internet Explorer, Netscape, and Mozilla 
Firefox). 

Conclusion 

31 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JOSEPH L. GREENE whose telephone number is 
(571 )270-3730. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 
8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nabil El-Hady can be reached on (571) 272-3963. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JLG 

/Nabil El-Hady/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4152 
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